
SHALL WOMEN PREACH?

The Presbytery of Brooklyn Seriously
Discussing the Question.

Br. Cnyler Defending Himself and Miss Smiley.
"Mot This Man, but Barabbas".Dr. Cnyler
Innocent, bnt His Cboreb Ouilty-"BabhDngWomen" Condemned by St

Paul, bnt Hot Preaching Women.

Use eiatd Presbyterians or Brooklyn were stirred
^

fCBwirutty as mey never nau been oeiore oy a genutoe"sensation." They were shaken from hats to
hoots as by an earthanake. It was In a sense an
ecclesiastical earthquake, and it was caused, as

anal, by a woman. Evory great movement, from
the creation and fall of man to bis restoration and
exaltation, has had a woman some way mixed up
with it, and In this case a.Iss Sarah F. Smiley, a
godly and good-looking Quakeress, Is the Innocent
eanse of the trouble. It will be remembered by the
readers of the Herald that a short time ago this pious
lady preached a sermon, acknowledged to be ol great
power and pathos, thoroughly scriptural and logical,
to the Lafayette Avenne Presbyterian church. She
performed this service, too, by request of the pastor,
Rev. Dr. Cuyler, and the session of his cnurch, consistingof twelve or more elders and officers. The
Revs. F. L. Patton and William McClellan, presbyters,and Messrs. Chamberlain and Woodhull,
elders, took exception.not to the doctrines promulgatednor to the time and place or the service,
but to the (act that the truth was proclaimed by a
woman. "Our craft is in danger," said these good
men, aud straightway a special session or the Presbyterywas called to Inquire "what action, if any,
was necessary to be takeu" in this case. Yesterday
was the time appointed, and

tub first presbyterian churoll.
eorubr or Clinton and Fulton streets, Brooklyn, was
the place Indicated. The facts had been pretty
widely circnlated, and at tbe appointed hour yesterdaymorning iho little cbapel attacbed to the church
was thronged with a curious and Interested multitude,composed very largely of ladles, to hoar tho
discussions and to witness tho final decision or a
grave ministerial body upon tms grave question.
The Rev. Joseph M. Green acted as Moderator, and
Rev. Charlos M. Pomeroy as clerk. The religious
services wltn which the convention opened having
been concluded, the oall under which the Presbytery
had assembled van read, ana Mr. McGlellun, one or
the complainants, moved that Dr. Cuyler be re»
«neated to malte his statement or defense.
Rev. Dr. Spear most emphatically objected to

this mode of procedure. The prosecution should
ret maao out tnelr case, and then tno defendant

eonld respond. Mr. McCiellan being called upon
then reoited the facts of the preaching at a certain
date by Miss Smiley la the Lafayette Avenue Presbyterianchurch. The service was advertised, and
Dr. Cuyler had admitted It in the pastor's meeting.
ThlB was proof enough; but it was also proved
by public notoriety. The signers of the call did
set want to show bad feeling towards the Church or
Dr. Cuyler. He believed tbat the Lafayette avenue
church had answered in the affirmative that Presbyteriansshould affiliate with the Friends; also,
ta the affirmative that licensure and ordinations
'should be, dispensed with In inviting Quakers to
preach. The speaker also contended that the case
toddled and enanged the nsago and custom ol the
Church, and the Presbytery should take Immediate
action upon It. Mr. Pation disclaimed any intentionof the movers to put Dr. Curler on trlaL They
bad simply to deal with facts that are opposed to
the Word of Qod and the usage of the Presbyterian »

Church, and the merits of the case he thought were cnot under consideration now, tnongn they might .

come up hereafter. ,,

dr. cutler's defence.
The Rev. Dr. Cuyler was then Invited to reW>ondto the informal charges made Dy tnese brethren.He did so In a very able paper, wnicb be

read, traversing the Scriptural prohibition to women
preachers, the usage of the Presbyterian Churcn. «
whose constitution ana discipline are ahont on the
subject, and the general principles involved m this
special case. He had been twenty-six years a ministerwithout an tudictment, he said, and he hoped
I* have lived and died without ono. Though ho
was not aotnaliv ou trial, his action in admitting a
woman to prcaoh was. He was not oalled to answerabout ordaining the women to the full functionsof the ministry. He was also opposed to 1

women voting and to loose love and easy t
divorce (slight applause, which was sup- ]
pressed by the Moacrator). Dr. Cuyler coutln

MlTn Pflflm how in nnrlv llfn tin hurl hnnn C

brought into- intimate association wltn the Society x
l friends, and how he nad attended their meetings u

In Brooklyn, had met Miss Smiley there und Wits
cnarmed with her ]trcachlng. lie considered her "u H
sen ml, sweet, convincing preacher.*' His invitation t
to Miss Smiley to preach lor hlin was in return tor a «

similar invitation from the friends to him to preach
(or them. She took no text, hut talked about the *
vision of Jacob. He recognized her as a minister p
to her own denomination and as a richly endowed ,

woman, - ;
" PRBSBTTKRIAL QUERIES. »

Be made this recognition conscientiously, and was %\
willing to take It up to the judgiueut scat. He .

wanted to know.I. Was tbo act prohibited by tbo
book of Churcn government ? ho contended tnat It d
ocituer permitted nor prohibited woman preach- t
Ing. 2. was the act agatnst the Bible? Was It
against the Word of God for woman to speaa
to mixed assembly of both sexes? The Duotor t<
then went over the details or the few in- t
lances recorded in the Bible ol women preaching
or prophesying, either under the Old or New Testa- 0

ment dispensation, lie contended tnat Paul's pro- o
bibiiiou to women talking in churcn was a very
different thing, and tnat it was next to impossible
to uraw a line in tno Bible about woman's functions 1
In the Church. He deiended his action also as being c
on a par with that of the Methodists and Baptists sand others, both in Great Britain and in Brooklyn, in
allowing the lady to preach in their pulpits. 11 8
women preaching was a sin against the Holy Ghost,
why, he asked, had the Holy Ghost ble.-sed her flefforts? He maintained that whether women
preaching was advisable or uot depended on clr- 8
cumstances. He regarded it as a non-essential inat- t
ter and not subject to discipline. He admitted that
It was not ordluary Presbyterlou usage for a woman
to laxe part In public worship. lie was not In favor I
el a change or the usage, but there was no danger fl
ol the usage changing. Dr. cuyler wound up with a
warm eulogr on ms church, which ho referred to as
one that lor Dine years bad filled Brooklyn with g
sound denominational doctrine; as one thut had a
clustered at its altars more couverts than any other I;
Presbyterian church had gathered; as one wnose n
pulpit had preached a loyalty mat tasted longer than s
the Itag from its steeple, which the wind had mown t
to tatters; as one hated by the dramshops of this (
city, which dramshops would reloice if one word of j
censure was passed berore that society. i
Ex Mayor I,am incur, an elder or Dr. Cuyler's ,

etiurch, and co-delegate to the Presovtery, defended j
the action of nis pastor and church soHslon, and t
said he was not a novice in Presbyterlanistn. He j
had been an officer tnj tno ohnrch before some of (
the signers to the call had learned their letters, and <
he was more accustomed to go to the Bible lor his (
views tuau elsewhere. He wished the Presbytery \
hud heard Miss Smiley for themselves, lie cried
under her preaching. \

THE CUCRC11 STOOD BV DR. CCYI.RR, 1
aid did not want to muzzle blm in any way. i
A discussion then took piace between Drs. Bntler, |

Spear, Van Dyke and sir. ration In regard to the ,
appointment of a committee to draft a minute ]about the subject. Dr. Spear thought the matter
was too Insignificant to be dignified by the appoint- j
avivia* VI n WIUIIIIIilW V» I.UU UlillblilK Ul il II11II U 0(7,
but Ills compeers thought differently, ami Uev. Drs.
Butler, Duryea, Drown, Wells, seaver, and fclders
Btebiiins and Foster, were appointed sucti committee,and while they were deliberating the Preabjtery took u recess until threo 1*. M.

Afternoon Smsinn.
I'pon reassembling the Modkiiator call"d for the

report of Hie committee, which was presented oy
Kcv. in. Btm.BR. It is as follows:.
In flaw of tlm preaching upon the Sabbath, and after

public notice, of woman In the pulpit ul one of the
church**, the Presbytery, while rrcognlilug the kindly epirit
ano motive which evidently prompted the invitation, aa an
eiceptlonal act, vet teele coDatramed to exnresa Itg Judg.
men! that the preaching of women In the churohea la conIreryt" lb* Word of Wod (I. Cor. xiv., Sd. 35; 1. Tim. II.,
Ill) and oppoeed to the principles and usage of the PreabylerlanChurch, fn view of the fact that there has been no
formal deliverance of the aaaemtiled Church upon mis matter:therefore

Res.lived. That a committee be appointed to prepare ana

report a proper overture to tbe next ilenerai Assembly.
Dr. Kittles explained the feelings of the committeetoward Dr. Cuyier and his church, winch compelledtiicm to prcseut such a paper, l'aey did not

want to uondeinu cither, and yet mcy could not dismissthe subject in silence. It wits loo grave to be
eo disposed of.

Dr. MrKAH, sharp as a needle, objected to this
paper. 11 presented two difficulties. It proteases
to do a thing, but tries to dodge it.

IT IS CUAKOKABLK WITH SEl.P-STrLTlPICATIOS.
I< stands kindly toward Dr. curler, but condemns
his act. This conies from pronouncing on a principlewhich leaves out the esse. The Doctor iead
tbe cab for the special session, and showed that iho
Presbytery had uo right to pass upon the general
principle ot women preaching than upon any other
question. It was no more germaiu to mis case for
which they had assembled than was the p'.auet
lupiter. He read iroin chapter 10. last section, to
bow the powers of Presbytery under this call, and

insisted that they could not travel one inch out ot
the way fTom the special case before inem. They
might do one of three things.either approve or
censure the act Complained oi, or dismiss the case
at once. And this inner action he strongl? recommended.1 ncy cannot condemn women preaoblug,
lor uiat ouceUou is not before ihtui. auo to call

NEW tOR
ipoo the Otmnl Assembly to give a deliverance
ipon it Is very wide or the mart. Tbe paper stiuideaItself, aud paw tae Presbytery in direct hosUltyto tM Presbyterian Church. He therefore
ipposed u.
Rev. Mr. Patton tnounht It was a question or

treat moment and was worthy or the notice of the
'resbyterv as It nad been or the Word of God. Tne J

wo questions that coine before this body were, is
t competent to investigate the csbc » aud has It tho
ibllity and euerirr to condemn? in reply to Ur.
"uyier's queries whether there was anything in the
lonsutution or tho Presbyterian Church prohibiting
somen preaching, Mr. Patton said there was noth- c
ug in it to prevent him having mass said In his
hurch; trom having a Unlversalist proclaim his 1

loetrtnes therein; or he might get a precocious a
lttle boy low his pulpit or do many other eccentric 1
ind sensational things which are not prohibited.
tut that would not release him irom trial and oen- 9

lure. He tried to prove lrom the Bible and the c
isages of Preabvterlanism tnat Dr. Cuyier had .

)(Tended against God and the chnroh. The bible in-
lists that I 1

woman must KBBP SILltNCE IN the church
lowever much she may waut to apeaa. (Laughter.)
["be weight ot Paul's argument rests, not upon the f
woinau's piety or her oratorical aoillty, but upon r

.he relation of the sexes, which has not been mate- '

lally changed since tne oreatlon. His final appeal
ihould be to the Word ol God. Dr. Cuyler's appeal ,
o human consciousness Mr. l'aiton declared to be tu> »
jlptent rationalism and as part of tne argument that
f Christ was now on eartn He would not repeat
,ne miracle or cana of Galileo, nor would He con- jlerun this act. lie |Mr. Patton) insisted that Presby- 11

;ery ought to give some expression upon this :
juestioo. ,

Elder Freeman, of the Memorial church, read the <
jomniltteu's paper snbstlluting the crime ot theft «
or mat 01 preacning, to snuw me uiier uosiiruity \it the wording of toe document, ot wmcli Oe aiso J
Unapproved. I
Dr. van Dyke spoke tn regard to the jurisdiction

it the Presbytery over the question. Nobody was
in trial and yet tney are asked to pass judicially ,
ipon a case uot properly before them. The session <1
tnd not the pastor of Lafayette avenue church is t
;he party that should he tried, and charges can he 1
nade against either upon two grounds.crime and ?
leresv.neither ol which aro alleged hero. He
juloglzed Dr. cuyler's ahie and eloquent aeienco, i
>ut considered some ol its arguments very weak, a
rne act complained of la not an lsolnteu case. It d
Inks Itself to threj tbings:.Sensationalism ti
n the pulpits, which has made Brooklyn
ihnrohes a reproach throughout the world;
o the snOraae and woman's rights movement,
ivhlch seeks to overturn tho social order, anu to
hat broad Church movement which seeks to overcrowall Christtan lorws. He then wont into tho
nerds of the case, and contended that this act or
treadling was contrary to the Bible and Presbyterianusage, ueoau.se Miss Smiley was unbaptlsed,
tnd therefore not a member ol a Oarlstlan onurcli;
not ordained, and ihoreloro not a minister, and
t>eing a woman she Is prohibited by that fact,
l'hcse points ho elaborated and substantiated by
numerous citations. Biblical and disciplinary, ir
Dr. Cuyier could show that Miss Hmliey was lnjplred,as was Isaiah or Jeremiah or Paul, his (Van
Dyke's) pulpit should be open to her, but not other-
wise.
Dr. Spear jumped up again to defend his pre-

vlous remarks and to expose ,

riik fallacies of hkssks. van dyke and patton.
as they condemned mm and Dr. Cuyier Tor doing
what they believe the Biblo allows he denied their
right to quote that Book agalust him. II the Presbyterycensure they are bound to give their reasons
tnd their authority lor so doing. He, therefore,
moved to lay the paper on the table for the purpose
or taking up a substitute wluoh he offered, as follows:.
The Presbytery bavins considered the particular question

ipecilieu in tbs call lor Ibis meeting do not deem It exponentto take any action upon the subject at the present
brae.
Dr. Dryer objected to thus choking off debate,

»nrt the motion having been wltndrawn he went
into a history of the discussion or the paper in committeeand the feelings which actuated them in
prepurlug it as It appeared, lie wanted either this
or a censure passed. i
The Key. Alfred Taylor made a very appropri-

He, learned and peaceful speech, snowing that tiie
bireek word translated -speak" or "teach," as '

looted, meant i
"HisnT.nini: ivn '<vsiMni.iKn " I

ind hoi suoli acta aa this Presbyter/ are called
together to condemn. And In the same connection
me wearing ol gold, pearls and costly array and
aralding the nalr are condemned, and if they discisplinea church for one act they mnst condemn all,
ind In so doing thoy would break up ever/ church
n the city of Urooklyn.
Mr. Lbk also spoke on the question.
A vote was then taken upon tho motion to table

;he committee's report, and U was lost.17 yeas to
iD nays. Dr. Van Dyke then moved to take up the
>aper by sections, hut Elder Lambert moved to
ake a recess until halt-past seven P. M., lor, as nis
hurch session was oil trial, he wanted to have
lomeihing to say on it. An amendment was carried
idjournlng the session until tea o'clock to-day.

A BIG DOG FIGHT.
'Tow" nnd "Crib," or N«w York. Bottle for
IliOOO.Lona Island tbo Scene of tbe Cambut.AfterFighting Two Houra nod ThtrtyonoMinutes the Brooklyn Police Disturb
tbe Proceedings.Tbo Referee's Decision,
or late there have been many matches of nearly

iverything that will light, and yesterday afternoon
he climax was capped by an important dog match,
lew York furnished both the contestants, and tbe
lombai, so lar as it progressed, atrcrded
nucli amnseifient to the principals and
;ave joy to tbo few hundred round,headed,
bort-nalrcd individuals that made up the specta- ,
ors. And then when the dog dncl was about being
lulshed the police from Brooklyn appeared upon [
he scene and stopped the fun, ana though they aid
tot make any arrests they so lngntencd t bo throng

1

nat Jhe contest is adjourned wlihouf day. This
natch was made some tlmo ago, and since
is completion has created very great Interest ,

a sporting circles. It was between Mr. Moore's
og Toss and Mr. Roo«crs' dog Crib- The reputalonof the former had become Wide as the country,
s he was Imported, and in England nad won four
erribiy contented fights, and, finding no more dogs
here to conquer, was sent here, crib bad been
qually fortunate in bis previous battles, and his
>wucr thought him invincible.
The agreement to fignt these dogs came about In
he usual way. Each owner thought the other
ould not be whipped, and they decided that a trial
hould be had at twenty-nine pounds and $600 a
ide.
Anytnlng further in regard to the former perormancesof the dogs is or no sort of interest to any

int sporting men, and such as they know all about
he animals. The betting up to yesterday had been
low and the odds in favor of Toss. Not less than
10,000. however, depended upon the result or tnls
gut, taking all the bets into consideration.
All preliminaries being arranged and ttie dogs In

;ood condition and eager for the fray, wntch they
eemcd to know was at. hand, the fight was comnenced,on Loug island, at a well known snorting
lonsc near Jamaica. The pit was built In a barn,
ind the numerous spectators were so ctosely packed
hat movement was impossible and respiration dlfll:uluThe assemblage was ol the usual kind and of
ill shades, as noticed at such little aflairs. At ten
uinutes to two o'clock the dogs wero iu
-eatilness for the combat. Toss is a
ignt brlndle with white feet, and Crib, a dark 1

innate, with wtilto murks and cherry lace. Tney
ooked in fine condition, and ine!r appearance !
illclted shouts of admiration and delight, snetllcid i
eorge handled Toss, and a well known sporting In .

lividual Crib. Washing and tasting preceded the ,

Ight.
At five mlnntes to two o'clock, the dogs having

jecn dried and the referee calling time, they sprang
together. With low snarls of rage, with every
muscle rigid, with jaws closing and holding llko
teen vices, the ctiammons fought more use ex-
inisiieij arraugcu machines man animals.
From Uie first Toss dad the best of the
aargatn, and his admirers shouted accord- j
ingljr. The handlers stood each behind nis
loir, snapping their fingers for the animals 1

to keep their hold, stamping to urder them to make
brisker lighting, advising and assisting them by
word and gesture, hut refraining from touching
tncm with even the tips of their fingers. In tntrty
m uutes Toss demonstrated he was the superior
ilog. He was more cunning and punished
worse than nls antagonist. a good nead lighter,
ho got both car holds, lower jaw holds '

and nose holds, until Crib whined and cried
piteousiy. The latter was virtually whipped In an
hour; hut JUs strength was such that Uc continued
the fighting a long nine arterward. In two hours
crib's head was very heavy and he manifested
symptoms of going away; but Toss stuck to him so
closely that he was helpless and at his uiercy.
When the fighting had occupied two hours and

ihlrtv-one minutes, and oss was taking breath lor
iho coup <le mort, there was a tuuiulton the outsido
ut the barn, and in auother instant a general conlusiouwas apparent, a low whistle was heard,
and men and dogs, in one grand, terribleflight, sought escape. The Brooklynponce had arrived. Windows and
back noors were brought Into requisition,
and In about ten seconds the dogflghters had disappearedand were making their way across iba
quiet grounds of an adjoining graveyard. Never
iitd I lie walls of this city oi the dead harbor so much
sin and iniquity; but all got away, and the police
that only desired to capture the dogs faned.m their
mission.
The reteree decide,] late last night that the animalsmust again come together, and the party being

absent on the day appointed would lose ihe'baiue.
Bio Mortoaoe..Tne Iowa State Regifer savs:.

County Auditor ltiomas lias finished tae job ot recordingtbe biggest mortgago he aas ever taokled.
It is a mortgago on the ttrst division ot the Milwaukee,Nashua and lies Moines Kailway, extendingiroui Chickasaw, Chickasaw county, Iowa, to
lies Moines. The amount is |i,ooo,ooo. The line
mortgaged runs through Chickasaw, Floyd. Butler,
Franklin, llardln, Hamilton. Story and Polk connties.The mortgage uas twenty years to run. six
pages of the Recorder's big books are filled with the
record ol the document. The Union Trust Company,
or New vork. record tne mortgage.
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THE BANK TROUBLES.
THE 8TVVVESANT BANK.

In Indivunnt VIcftiuM of (he Credfiore.ProtestAuninst Bankrupted . I'lie Present lieeelverTo Be .Made Trustee of the Assets is
Bankruptcy.
At tbe banding of the Stuy vosant Bank the credit,

irs of tnat Institution met again yesterday morangat ten o'clock lor tbe purpose of protesting
igalnst tbe placing or Its muddled affairs under the
tnt of involuntary bankruptcy, and of devising
onto sailful coup d'< tai whereby their Interests un>
ler this unhappy misfortune could be as mucb pro*
feted as possible. Mr. John A. Uougan was chairnan,and the following resolutions were adopted:.

l'BOTBST AOA1N9T BANKRtTPTCT.
Resolved, That we are quite latiitled with the action of the

iupreme Oourtof the State of New York In appointing a
eceiver to wind up the attain or the bank, and believe thai
inder the lawi or the State, with an hon.it and faithful reelver,tbe creditors will realize far more than they would
inner bankruptcy proceeding!, where (he assignee 11 subject
o rulea m restrictions thai render It dldlcii't to admlnliler
be estate for the actual beueiit of the creditors.

SOMBBODY'H VIRTDH8.
Resolved, That we are entirely eatislied with the appointneutof Mr. O. U. P. Archer as receiver of the assets of the

isiilc. We believe him to be.brst, an honest aud truslrorthyman; secondly, a capable and euergetic business
nan; thirdly, a man of large wealth ami lilgli reputation and
entirely disinterested. Furthermore, since he has been receiverhe bas conducted the business of the hauk most aaaidutuslyand with a sole view of realising everything possible
lut of the assets, and we consider H would oe a material inurvto all of us if, after the knowledge of the affairs of the
lank thus aC'pilreJ by him, it were to fail into the hands of
trangers.

MACK'S MAI-ICR.
Resolved, That we are surprised and Indignant at the aolonof one John Muck, who claims to hold a certificate of

leuoslt for about $7,600 (which certificate actually belongs to
he security Bank, as we ate creditably Informed!, such acInnhav rig resu ted In su adjudication of bankruptcy
.gainst the Stuyvenant Hauk; that we believe thta proceedngofJohn Muck and the Securitv Bank is a blackmailing
iperation, both of them well knowing that It the hank la put
nto the hands of an ordinary assignee in bankruptcy the
.ssets will probably be sacrificed, aud demanding as a conIttionof tbeir withdrawing their bankruptcy proceedings
hat their debt be paid In full.

MACK FLANKED.
Resolved. That Inasmuub as we are, by the action of John

lack and the Security Bank, driven into involuntary bankuplcy,we ask all interested to take advantage 01 the fortvhlrdsection of tbe bankrupt act, which authorises us to
ilect our own trustee, instvad or an assignee In bankruptcy;
md that we recommend the credltora to attend the meeting
if creditors appointed to lie held on the 7th of Februaryn-tsiit. aud to elect Mr. O. II. P. Archer as our trustee, and
a committee of creditors, consisting of Richard Kelly, Crest-
lent of the Fifth National Bank; the Iter. John Oroutl and
tthcrs, without In any way waiving; our rights to have the
iffairs of the hank closed under the statutes of this State.

THB RECEIVER'S EXPLANATION.
a committee was appointed to wait upon Mr. O.

B. P. arctier and to request mm to make to them a
statement of tne cause of the unpleasantness of
which the reprehensible-Muck was the apparent
author. Mr. Archer, accompanied by David Dudley
Field, made his appearance. He said- that as re-
caver ho had pain to Howo and Macy $20,000 in set-
dement of their claims, in preference to uavtng the
120,000 worth oi collaterals winch thev held forced
upon She market. The Security Bank, represented
by Mr. Mack, nan thought that they might secure
)ust as favorable a settlement as Howe aDd Macy,
and on (Inning tnat he (Mr. Archer) would not pay
iDls claim, had forced the bank into bankruptcy.
A vote of thanks was Riven Mr. Archer for his

explanation and for bis management of affaire.
After a lltue more talk ttie meeting adjourned.

MARKET SAVIMSS BANK.

At the meeting or the depositors of the Market
Bank, hold ut the First District Court yesterday, Mr
Dow icy was appointed Chairman and Mr. dent Secretarypro tern. Mr. Worth, tho Receiver of tho
sank, gave a brief statement of tne affaire of tuo
Dank.
In the Park Bank $88,000
[)n boDd and mortgage ..171,000
klabama State bonus ftiklKK)
JBi'rKia nmio uuii'm... ... IP,WW
South Carolina State bond* 85.WOO

Total *428,<100
The llabilltlea were estimated at $9<M,ouO. iho

iiartet value of the bonds was not known and
sould not bo ascertained, as toe Third Avcnne Havngttbank were prehHinir theirs in Wall street. Mr.
Worth thought that Alabama bonds would bring
ilnoty-two per cent. Home of tlie call loans were
food, but the bad predominated; the bonds and
uortgages were good.
A depositor put tne question.If necessary, how

nuch oould the bank pay i
Mr. Wokth.About forty-five per cent, or perhaps

nore. In its most desperate condition it would
iay no less titan forty per cent. He found in one or
me books a call lean charged to one <Jf the oldest
dims in this city, which natl dissolved over two
rears ago.
After some desultory conversation between the

icpositors and tho Chairman. Mr. II. J. lladncett
oticred the following resolutldus, which wero uuaniuousivadopted:.
Resolved, That Ihe action of thoie who have Instigated

proceeding* In bankruptcy against the Market Savings
Bank deserves the unqualified disapprobation of the depositors,and we condemn tho conduct of those who, from se,mh
motives, either In or out of committees, have been the
means of any legal proceedings whereby costs and expenses
are Increased *2u,mkj to #30,U0o, thereby taking pieclsely
that amount from Ihe money of the depositors, and reducing
In ihe same ratio tho dividend justly due ua out of our
money ; unil,
Resolved. That we rely upon the integrity of the Receiver

and the power and authority of the Buureiuc Court to do us
justice, to protect our interests and sen what little there is
now la:t of our money shall not be squandered or wasted;
and be it further
Resolved, That we will, as Individual depositors, aid the

eg.ally constituted authorities, to Ihe beat ot our ability, to
bring Cunkliu and Ills wicked confeJe -ales to justice and
make them disgorge the proceeds of their conspiracy, robjeryand vlliany.
The meeting then adjourned till Monday next, February 12,

U two R. M., at the aanie place.

the tihri) avenue sayings bank.

Klnghlnr Application for ihti Appointment ot
a Receiver of tlie Bault.1'rompt Action of
Judge Itnrnnrd.
A singular application was made yesterday In the

Supreme Court Chambers, before Judge Barnard, for
he appointment or a receiver of the Third Avenue

javiugs Bank. Tnc application was made by one
Mr. Flynn.
"1 never heard of such a proceeding," said the

counsel lor mo bank, "as asking the appointment
>f a receiver for a bank that Is promptly and fully
paving all demands made upon It."
"JJor I either," said the Judge, "flow much does

tnc bank owe this man Flynn r"
Just $2.05," answered the bank's counsel. "I

lave oifered K In Court, but the money wont be accepted."
Pay the amount over to Dick Bemlsh. the clerk,"

pilckiy spoke tne Judge; "1 guess he will receiveIt."
"All right," said the counsel, and the money was

counted out to Mr. Beniisli, to the astonishment and
lelight of the crowd of lawyers and others lining
he court room.
The Judge, who seemed to be In an unusually

ocose mood, appointed Mr. Jacob Valentine as receiverin two cases.
"There is nothing to receive," he said, apologeti

ally."In one of tne cases, and for this reason I
ippotnt Mr. Valentino, cmcf t ner ol the Court, as
ecelver. '

THE mo* SQUARE BA\R.

Mr. Beekman, tne Becelver of the Union Square
National bank, has Issued a notice it.at all creditors
tnd depositors having claims against the hank
must prove them before next Saturday, on wntch
lam the tlrst dividend of llfty per cent will be paid,
rue second dividend will be paid early In March,
tnd the bank oiliccrs hope to pay all depositors in
lull by the is; of April,

THE tiUARDiA* SIVl\Ci§ BA\h.

Jeremiah quinlan, the Receiver of the Guardian
Savings Bank, nas obtained from Judge Barnard
leave to sue as follows:.
John T. Barnard, note* nod draft* and endorsement*

for «71,R29
limine, Way & Cuibing IS,MX)
losepb W. Duryee 13.787
lohn K. Fellow* 3110

S. llope 6,800
lobn T. MaiUTlee 6.500
Leonard II. Wing 6,300
J at'.i Loan*.
So»*n J. Cnrtl**, Ulen Cove 78
Levi K. CnrtlK, (lien Core 14
K. S. H*udrlck*on, Ulen Cove 220
Philip Tobias, oili< Broadway 188
Kugena Durnlne 22
The. Bowling Ureen Saviog* Hank 68,125
Sheridan Suook, clieck on Second National Bank... 433

Mortease*--
.lutiii I. Barnard 16,090
It. K. Bidme*. II,
Jacob i'avara ninl Simon hbrtrb a,am)
Au|u*lu( I rent i.oUt)

EIGHTH NATIONAL BANK.

[timing of I bo Depositors nt the Sinclair
llonno Last Evening.

A meeting of the depositors of the Eighth NationalHank was held last evening at the Sinclair
House, corner of Broadwar and Eighth street, Mr.
Archibald Johnston In the chair. Tliore was quite a

large attendance of the sufferers Iroin the late

suspension, and a great deal of feeling
was manifested among thoin. Some of the
gentlemen wero very anxious to commence
criminal proceedings against the officers or tue
bank. The course of the President, Cnton Adams,
was rather severely reflected upon, as it was
declared by Mr. Stevenson, the secretary, that Mr.
Adams, wnoso general hign standing among the
business portion of the community had drawn a
great many depositors to the hank, had on the
evening before me suspension drawn fli.ooo from
tue hank, and on the morning of the suspension
$6,000, to ail $13,000, the full amount or tils deposit.
Mr. VorNO said he was not willing to let things

(o so casj m the committee had reported, out he
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was in favor of sending the officers of the bond to
Slug Sing li possible.
A motion was men made to raise a subscription to

lee oonnsel to ascertain what could be done In the
matter.
After a great deal of dlscnsaton, in which some

were opposed to litigation altogether, and others
differed about the manner of procedure, it was
nnally moved and carried to leave tue matter to the
action of the next meeting, wheu It Was hoped all
the depositors would be present.

It was also moved and carried that all persons
who had presented checks to the bank on tbe morningol the suspension would preseut written state,
ments to the secretary of tno meeting.these statementsto be sworn to before a notary public, so that
they might be used lu evidence 111 any legal proceealnr. The meeting was then adjourned, subject to
the call of the committee.

THE COURTS.
Important Decisions in tbe United States

supreme Court.

The Jurnel Estate Case.Alleged Forged Endorse,
ments.Hurrying Up Business in the SupremeCourt.Suit Against a City

Bailroad -Decisions, and Business
in the General Sessions.

UNITED STATES SUPREME CCU1T.
Important Decisions in the .Supreme Court.
Privileges ol (Tinted States !Land (Jrantccs.
Validity of Will*, the Testator Bring liemoved(roin tiio State Where the Property
Exists.Judgment Ariiinst a Cavalry llome
Contractor.Apostle Stout's Indict incut Atflruicd.TheCourt Equally Divided on ibe
Subject.

Washington, Feb. 6, 1872.
The following decisions were rendered in the SupremeCourt to-day:

ho.73.Uibson vs. Chateau.Error to the (Supreme
Court or Missouri..In this case the ptaintllT In error.holding a patent ot the United Slates to certain
lands In St. Louis county, Missouri, brought ejectment,in the supreme Court of the State,
to oust the defendants In error, who hold,
under certain acts or tho State makingandisturbcd possession for ten years
evidence of ownership us against ull other titles.
The Slutc Court sustained the State laws, and the
case was decided adversely to the claim under
patent. This court holds that the same principio
winch foruids any Mute legislation interfering with
the powers of Congress to dispose ol the pnbllo
properly of tho United States also foroids any
legislation depriving the grantees or the Uniietl
States of the possession and enjoyment oi the pro*
pert? granted h.v reason ot any delay In the transferof the title after tho Initiation ot the proceedings,lor its acquisition of that ll'.lo could he forfeited,because nicy wore uot asserted beiore the
title was issued.
The judgment was reversed and the cause re-

maudeu lor lurther proceedings, 111 conlormlty with
tins opinion. Air. Justice field delivered tUo
opinion.

No. a31.Foufce et al. vs. Zimmerman et al Error
to the Circuit Court for Louisiana; and No. 33.The
Samo vs. Hubert et al..In these cases It Is held that
a probate in Louisiana of the wUl oi a person who
died domiciled In New York 1s valid until set aside
lu the Louisiana court, though the order of the surrogatein New York has oeen reversed In the Supremocourt ol that state, ou winch the Louisiana
probate was founded. A purchaser lrom the deviseeof such will of real estate la Louisiana, white
the order 01 the Louisiana court establishing the
will remains in force, is an innocent purchaser, aud
is not affected by a subsequent order setting
aside the will to which he is not a party. Such an
order, founded on a verdict and judgment in New
York declaring the will void, obtained br collusion
between the devisee under the will and the heirs
at law, cannot affect the purchase lrom the
devisee made in good faith before sucn verdict and
judgment. Judgment affirmed. Mr. Justice Miller
delivered the opinion.

No. 60.Carlton and Bridgeport Brass Company
vs. Bokee.Appeal from the Circuit Court of Maryland..Thiswas an aetiou brought by the plaintiffs
in error as assignees of one Kecliman to restrain
Bokee from infringing a patent granted to Keclitnan
for au improvement In lamps. The decree below
was for Bokee and It Is here affirmed, this Court
holding that llokee's burner is no infringement of
the Kechman reissued patent so tar as the latter is
vuuu. Mr. justice urainey ueuvereu me opinion.

No. 37. Milwaukee and Mlnneuota Railroad vs.

Loutlier ct al.. Appeal lrom the circuit Court lor the
Eastern District ot Michigan..This was an action
brought to recover money paid into Court by the
railroad company to discharge a mortgage held bv
the deicndants In error, on tne ground that It was
paid uv mistake or under the erroneous impression
that the company was the owner of the equity or
redemption and was thus entitled to discharge the
mortgage. The bill was dismissed below on technteaigrounds, and the decree is here affirmed. Mr.
Justice Bradley delivered the opinion; Mr. Justice
Field dissented, with whom tne Chief Justice and
Mr. Justice Miller concurred.

No. 23. Culled btates vs. Wormer.Appeal from
the Court of Claims..Claimant demanded $16,000
from the government for an alleged breach of
contract In refusing to receive certain cavalry
horses which ho was under contract to fnrntsii,
certain stringent inspection rales having been
Issued after the contract was made, and the departmentrctnsing to suspend tnem In his case.
Oil that account llio claimant threw up his contract
and Oiought his action for damages. The Court
below found for the claimant, but thut Judgment is
hero reversed, the Court holding that it was competentlor tho government to enforce such new
regulations without regard to prior contracts. Mr.
justice Bradley delivered the opinion.
No. 6. Beavacs vs. The United States.Error to

the Circuit Court for Arkansas..This was an action
on the official bond of Ueavans as ceiver of Pun*
11c Moneys at Hatevllle, Ark., at the outbreak of tho
war, wnich were turned over to the rebels under the
plea of compulsion by tho rebel authorities. Thts
Court affirms the judgment of the Court below, holdingtnat the defence set up Is no bar to reoovery on
the bund. Mr. Justice strong delivered the opinion,
Mr. Justice cittrord dissented.
No. 6. Halliburton vs. the United States.Error

to the Circuit Court for tbe Arkansas District..The
defence was the same as in the case or Beavans
above, and the case was heard and decided with
tnat. The ludgment Is also affirmed. Mr. Justice
Strong delivered tne opinion. Mr. Justice Clifford
and the C'fficf Justice dissented.
No. $1. Dooly vs. Smltn-Error to the Court of Appeals

of Kentucky..Affirmed, the Judgment of tbe lower
Court without passmg upon the legal tender questionsaid to be Involved in it; mil inasmuch as the
lower Court passed upon tne question it was luslsted
that this Court could review tne decision. The Court
reverse the Judgment, and determine the question
in accordance wiih the principles laid down lu.iho
other cases of the same class. Mr. Justico strong
delivered the opinion.
No. 478.Stout vs. the Peopio of the Territory of

Utah.Appeal from the Circuit Court of Utah..Tho
plaintiff lu error m this case, Hosea Stout, was indiciedror murder, and tho question was wnethcr
the indictmeut was found by a legal Jury. The
(band Jury framing the Indictment was empanelled
by tho Marshal, under the usual practice, in tbe
federal courts without regard to the law of Utah,
which provided that tne jury should lie empanelled
by tne Clerk of the Court In pursuance of a certain
mode prescribed. The Chief Justlce now announced
ihnt on the question as lo whether tlie jury were
legally empanelled the Court stood lour in the affirmativeand four in the negative, so the case was
disposed of by a divided court, and the judgment is
affirmed.
No. 62.County of Bath et al. vs. Amy.Error to

th» circuit Cnnrt tor Kentucky The relator anDlied
to the Circuit Court for a mandamus to compel tuo

levy and collection of a tax to pay certain coupons
held l>y him. The ciatm had not been brought to
judgment, nor had It been pur in the snlt, and this
Court held that the application for a mandamus, an

original proceeding, was neither necessary nor

auxiliary to any jurisdiction which the Circuit
Court had, and should have been denied. The Judgmentis, therefore, reverse]. Mr. Justice Strong
delivered the opinion.
No. 8.1.Pentz et al. vs. steamer Adrian..Appeal

from the Circuit Court for the Southern District of
New York..This was a case of collision between
the brig Edwards and the steamer Adrian. The
court below decided tbat the nrig was at lauit and
the imei was dismissed. Tins court reverses ine
decree, holding that tne steamer was chargeable.
Mr. Justice Swayne delivered tne opinion.
No. 668.Wheeler vs. Harris et al..Appeal from

the Clrcnlt Court for the southern District of New
fork..Motion to dismiss ueuied; announced by the
cntef Justice.
No. 195.Same vs. same, sarno Court, appeal dismissed;announced by the Chief Justice.
No. 292..Wells, Fargo A Co. vs. McGregor.

Error to the supreme Court of Montana Writ of
error dismissed; announced ny Hie Chief Justice.
No. 82.Plant vs. stowell.Error to the Supreme

Court of Georgia.-No error in the record and
affirmed; announced by tne chief Justice.
No. 5to. Davison vs. Connolly.Error to the

Sunremo court of Minnesota..Writ or error dismissed;announced by the Cnief J us'Ice.

UNPEO STATES CIRCUIT C0US7.
The Estate ot .lindnme Jumel.

before Judge btupman.
The further hearing of the caae of George WashingtonHow on vs. Nelson Chase was resumed yesterday.
The early part of the proceedings was taken ou

E SHEET.
wttn the mtrodncuon of papers which bad Me>(
hied la the btate Court by Mr. Cause la rcferenoo to
the estate ot Madame Jumel. These papers were
offered in evidence by the plaintiff.A lady named Van Vleck, wife of a dentist who
resided at Saratoga Springs, gave evidence on behullor the piuinuir. sue testlOed that ner husband,

onone occasion, In 18C3, visited Madame Jumel. in
the wavof his business, ami that she accouipauied
him. Madame Juuiel talked to her about her
wealth, showed her her plate, aud took
her over her house and grounds. Witnessasked her to whom she was r
going to leave all her properiv and wealth; she repiled,"To iny son;" witness asked her, "Have yougot a son?" Madame Jumel replied. "Yes, ueorgeboweu;" there was some conversation in regard
to Mr. Chase, Madame stating she would leave
some property to her nieco, but not mucn to Mr.
Chase. According to the evidence ol the witness,Madame Jumel remarked that Mr. Chase hart not 4
treated her right.
Mr. o'conor then took up the cross-examination

of the witness, who gave negative answers to questionswhich went to elicit whether Madame Jumel .

had not, on the occasion of this interview, spoken '

incoherently aud with great rapidity, and whether s
she had not declared she had been visited by the «

Angel Oabnei or by spirits.
'1 be next witness was Anne Eliza Vandervoort, 1

who claims that her mother was sister ol Madame
juuiei. sne tesiineu with rosuect to a great inuny ,

things in connection Willi tins suit. sue depose!that wnen sue was probably nve or six years oul «
aire and her mother, who were thou residing In t
Greenwich street, after coming from I'rovldeuoo, R.
1., paid a visit to Mr. and Madame Jumul, whoso
residence was then aowutown; they at that time 1
met at Madame Jumel's Frceiove Ballou: the whole g
party diued together, and alter dlnucr Mr. .lutuei
went out; soon alter that a conversation ensued
between Rreeiovo Hallou and Madame in respect to '

George, Madame asking Freelovo why George was t
kept from her. To use the language of the witness
there was a "wrangle" over tuts point netween 1

Freelovo und Madame lor nearly an hour, but it did c
not occur in the presence of Mr. Juuiel. j t
Counsel for planum onered in evidence certain

declarations touching the pedigree of George \V. 1

llowen.
Counsel for defendant objected. ' t
The Court allowed them. Counsel for dofcudunt >

excepted. *

lnc witness was then shown a small pamphlet v

wrapped in two pieces of newspaper, on looking
at the pamphlet sue said she recognized it. She
stated Hhe had received it iroin her mother lu 1307, i
a short time previous to her death. I
Mr. Mhader then read from one or tho leaves or 1

the pamphlet, which was a Hie o( King lienry IV. \
(wucther of France or Eugiand was not stated), an .

entry in writing to tne eitoct that George Washing-
ton Bowen was oorn of KUza llowen lu the mouth of
Octoner, 1704, and tills entry was signed with the
name ot Reuben llallou. .,

An entry giving the date of the htrth of George \V.
Rowen as above was pointed out in a Bible to the
witness, who recognized the Bible as one that ho-
longed to her mother. 8ho also slated that trio
entry lu question m the Bible was lu her mother's
handwriting; that tho original records 111 tho bunk
had been torn out by a child, but thut soon alter her
mother wrote the record as it now stood in the
book.

Mr. O'Conor, in a long and most searching crossexamination,interrogated tho witness lor tne purposeor snow ing mat nor relations and interviews
with Madame Jumel were very few, and she nad,
therefore, small opportunities of testifying to iho
lacts of the case. The witness admitted that she
could not tell it her father and mother had ocuu
married. Her mother married a man named Jones,
but she (witness) did not remember if she was at
the marriage.
At lour o'clock the Court adjourned to eleven

o'clock this mnrnlncr.

Charge of Uttering Forged Endorsement^
Alexander olapperton, who in charged with hav-

lng conspired wiin John W. Wright to obtain money
on papers contauilug iorged endorsements on tho
Suli-Treasury of thin city, was recently arrested in
Leavenworth, Kansas, and lioa Jnst been brought to
ihm citv. He is now in the eustody ot United Slates
Marshal Sharps, to awult the procurement ot bail.
Wright and Clupperton nave neeu both ludlctcii in
tins district. Wright has already given flo,ooo ball.

SUPREME CsURT.CHAMBERS.
Decision*.

By Judge Barrett.
In tho Matter or the (iuurdianstup or A. Kinney, a

Minor..tinardlan discharged.
In re Mary U. Connolly..Writ of habeas corpus

discharged, and cnihl remanded to the custody of
the respondent.
Olmsted et uJ. vs. Htley et al..Kcport con tinned

and Jnugment granted.
By Judge Cardogo. i

Thompson et al. vh. The Eric ituilwav Company..
Let the counsel in this case attend beiore me on
Wednesday, at ten a. M.

By Judgo Brady. \Bass ys. Vuclins..Order settled.
Cochrofc vs. Clailln..Same.
Carter vs. Kain..wee opinion,
ltock well vs. Ureen Same,

SUPERIOR COURT-TRIAL TERM-PART 2.
Momsowtery Queen's r»nlt Ainimi tbe Second

Avenan linilroitd t'oinptiny.
Before Jmlgc Sedgwick.

Montgomery Queen vs. The Second Avenue Rail,
road Company..The plaintiff, lato vice president of
the defendant's company, was discharged, and
brought sou, claiming $6,000 damages. The complaintwas yesterday dismissed, 011 tne ground that
the board ol directors nad power to discharge
without notice, sueh power being conferred 011 them
in the constitution and bylaws.

COURT Of COMMON PLEAS.SPECIAL 7E1IK.
Decisions.

By the Full Bench.
Barker and another vs. Hudson River Railroad

Company. .Judgment reversed.
Brennau vs. Lowery..Judgment affirmed.
Cook. vs. Kroeweko. .J udgmcnt reversed.
Wyiie vs. Marino National Bank..Judgment

affirmed.
Carey vs. Carey..Judgment affirmed.
Vosburgh vs. Brewster..Judgment reversed.
Pollock vs. Lilienih.il..Judgment reversed.
Franstein vs. Thomas..Judgment affirmed.
Powers vs. Whltly..Judgment as modnled

ordered.
Piillllps vs. Hcbbard..Judgment affirmed.
Hayes vs. Willis..Order reversed.
Fearing vb. Irwin..Hcargiiment ordered.
Wohto vs. Haviluud..Judgment reversed.
Fowler vs. Ilari..Judgment affirmed providing

plaintiff enter Into stipulation pursuant to opinion.
lludolphy vs Fachs..Judgment reversed and new

trial ordered.
McCreery vs. Nooney..Judgment reversed
strong et al vs. Ihack..Order aillrmed.
Btssick vs. McKenzie..Judgment reversed.
Boomer vs. nrown..Order appealed from af.

flrmod, with costs.
Trigger vs. Dry Dock and Fast Broadway Railroad

Company..Judgment affirmed.
Foot vs. Atna lnsuiance Company..Judgment

reversed.
Murray vs. Smith..Judgment affirmed.
Poillon vs. Secor..Judgment reversed and new

trial ordered.
Agate vs. Lowanlaln..Judgment affirmed.
llaviland vs. Wchle..Judgment ol Marino Court

affirmed.
Waller vs. Thomas..Order reversed, with leave

to answer.
Foster vs. llenrv..Rehearing ordered.
Kegna vs. Buckley..Judgment affirmed.

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS-PART 2.

Absent Jurors Fined.
Before Judge Loew.

At tho opening or the February terra of this
Court yesterday only ten Jurors answered to tbeir
names, and Judge Loew directed Mr. itoese, the
clerk, to enter a fine of $100 each against all the
Jurors who had disobeyed the summons of the
Court. Several important cases were ready for
trial, bnt the Court had to be adjourned until
Thursday for want ol jurors. Judge Joseph IT.
Palv, pitting in Part 1, also Imposed a line 01 $luu
each on several absent lurors.

COURT OF GENERAL SESSION;.
Before Recorder iiackett.

Tho Court was opened yesteruay morning, His
Honor the Recorder presiding. The grand and
petit jurors summoned lor the February term wero
discharged till this (Tuesday) morning, to which time
the Court adjourned. There are a great many
prison cases.principally indictments for burglary
and larceny.to be disposed of this month. Assistant
District Attorney Fellows will proscomo witn characteristicrigor, which, together with the Recorder's
well-known executive ability, will result in depletingtho number of prisoners now awaiting trial.

COURT CALENDARS.THIS DAY.
Supreme Court.Chambers.Held by Judge Barnard.-Nos.74, 76, lib, 113, 114, 116, 138, 141, 155.
supreme Court.Circuit.Part 1.Held by Judge

Van Brunt..Nos. 937, 1041, 719)*, 347, 348, 349,
1093, 1161, 1113, 14l>i, 80. 336, 387, 693'j, 773, 831,
835, 839, 857, 068. Part 2.Held ny Judge Brady..
Adjourned to Monday, 12th.
superior Court.Trial Term.Part 1.Held by

Judge Freedman..Nos. 1361, 1331, 139, 1359, 1269,
1339, 1399, 1345, 1101, 665, 385, 401. 1261, 183, 1675
1439, 1431, 1341, 160. Part 2.Held by Judge Sedgwick..Nos.1072, 1078, 930, 10o0, 19O0. 736, 470,
888, 960. 244, 1461, 1008, 760, 1814, 1,341, 160.
Court ok common Pleas.bycity Term.Held

by Judge Larremorc..Adjourned to Thursday,
Februarys. Part 1.Held by Judge J. F.Daly.
nos. 241, 168, 847, 369, 1064>4, 1066 467, 1038},.
1150, 345, 710, 1194, 1195, 1196. Part J-Held !ij
Judge Loew..Adjourued to Thursday. February 8,
lor want of jurors. .

Makink court.'Trial Term.Part 1.Held by
Judge Joacnirasen..Nos. 5960, 7576, 7031, 7429, ^39s,
7824, 7871, 7868. L. vs. P., c. vs. H. 7838. 7874, 787J,
7888, 7913, 7732. Part 2.Held by Judge *>pauidrag.-Nos.7743, 7009. 7541. 7038, K- vs. h., U. vs.

B., 7528. 7681, 7364, 7366, W. vs. 8.. 7817,7853, 7873,
7873. Fart 3.Held by Judge Tracy..-No* «
6835, 8060, 8610, 8636, 8712, 8713, 8717, 8719, 8.35,
8726. 8737. 8738. 8739. 87MA
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TDE FISK-STOIES TRAGEDY.
1 11 T* T»
nuuuicr §my ui ui-murrers and

Pleas for Time.

rhe District Attorney on the Is*
sues Raised.

iDJOTJRNMENT TILL MONDAY NEXT

Another brief and uninteresting session of tha
Jourt of Oyer and Terminer, Judge Cardozo preildlng,was held yesterday. It will be remembered
hat when on Thursday last Justice Ingraharn, sit*
lug in Oyer aud Terminer, denied the motion to
iliiasn the indictment ot Stokes for the murder of
ames Flsk, Jr., ins counsel put In qprne pleas in
ibateiucnt.that is, pleas to the regularity of tha
noccedings under which he was indicted.aud that
lie matter was put over to tea o'clock yesterday to
lerinlt the District Attorney to examine aud take
ictlon on the pleas. Judge Ingraham's term
the December term) having adjourned sine die
without action ou stokes' pleas, half an hour later
:hc new term (Judge cardozo's term) was opened.
At tills abbreviated session the District Attorney
md all Mr. Stokes' counsel anil Ills assistants were
trescnu Almost immediately alter the opontng of
he Court

THE SHERIFF BROUGHT IN STOXES,
vlioso pleasant smile yesterday must have ap*
cured to wauy tho same as when he walked Broadray.

THE GRAND AND PETIT JURIES.
Prompt to tune Jnd go Cardo.'.o took his place on

ho bench: the new term was duly opcued with
nore proclamations tliun usual. Tho Graud Jury
vere called, but oulv lourtccn being present they
were discharged to Monday next.
The petit jurors were called, and a tine of $10®

imposed on cuch of tne absentees, forty-two la
number. Those answering were discharged to
Monday nexi.

District Attorney Uarvln rose and, addressing tnoCourt,said that at the. last term of the Court ai«
Indictment had been found aguiust Stokes, to whictu
Stokes had Interposed seven special pleas. To the
Ilrst six picas, he Interposed demurrers, and tho
seventh he traversed. Ills pleas would be furnished,
on the oilier side in an hour.
Counsel said tnero were some errors of dated

they desired to correct in tnelr plea-.
District Attorney Garvin said that he was quite

willing the immaterial mistakes should be corrected,provided he was permitted to do the same.
Mr. McKeou asked how tnev proposed to try tne

Issues y
Tho District Attorney said he supposed they must

try the traverse before a jury.
1'he Court asked whether they proposed to argue

Tfllt llfcUlTRREHH?
Mr. McKeon said no, they supposed judgment

would go against them on true demurrers, as Judge
Ingrahaui had decided them In the motion to quash.
They had raised them by plea so as to have thorn on

.

tho record for review.
Justice Cardo/.o said he had not proposed to considerthose points, as someot them had been decided

by Justice Ingraliam. and three of tucin >>y himself
in tno Foster case. The traverse would have to go
to the Jury, of course. \V hen did they propose to
have

that preliminary trial?
Mr. Garvin suggested that it be as soon as possible;time was moving on.
Mr. McKuon said that the case depended in great

measure on the testimony ot the Commissioner of
Jurors now absent in Huvana.
The Court supposed that it would take soma

time toempanuol a jury, and therefore set down
THK TRIAL FOR next MONDAY,

and directed iho summoning ol an extra panel of
Bon jurors for that day.
The point, which Is to bo tried next .Monday Is a

mere preliminary point.no: wlieiher Mr. .Stokes is
guilty, but whether the list 01 ursud Jurors iroin
which the December (fraud Jury was drawn was
made in compliance with or violuiloo or law. Tho
real trial will not commence until alter the jury
have passed on that preliminary point.

demurrer.
Cbi#rXnfOyr and T III or , Oniuty "S' \nr Ynrh. Thr /*<-»

(ilc nf thr ShiU <V A''-in 1'ark r>. A. A'Xiid st'>kr ..And
thereupon Samuel B. darrln. Illitnet Attorney of the laid
city and count; of New York, who proaecutee lor ibn ealil
llie people of ill" Slate of New York, lo their behalf oomea
and «a*K, an to the aald first, aeuond, third, fourth, and III tit.
and aixth pleas of the raid Kriward S. Stokes, and each and
every 01 ineui uv mm .move pieaueu snu hci. iiimu, uiai. iiu*

aid several olca* and the matter* therein contained
In manner and form aa the same and each ot them are abova
pleaded and set lurth, are not suBlctent In law to bar or precludethe Raid the people ol the State ot Now York from
prosecuting the said indictment against hlni, tho said KdwardS. Stoke*, and that lie. the said Snmu' It. llarvin. DistrictAttorney a* aforesaid, i* not hound hy the law of the
land to answer the same for the people of the st ate of New
Turk, and this lie Is ready to vrril'y. Wherefore for want of
a sudicient plea In this behalf, the said Sainuol it. llarvin, lor
the people of the Slat 'of New York, prays judgment, and
that the said Edwar S. Stokes may bo required to anawor
oyer to the said indictment.

SAMUEL B. OARt IN, District Attorney.
RErilOATlOS TO TlIE SEVENTH PLICA.

Oturt / Oy r unit miner, <' nuty 1/ AVic Vnrk..Thn
Vrnplr / tin Stnh JVrn' 1 'in I, rr. Aifirn rf S. S' A
Anil the snld Sainucl B (laryin. who prosecnti.'* tor tho peopleof tho State ol New York as Aforesaid, tnrtl er says as to
the said seventh plea of the said i'.. S. Stokes, by blm above
pleaded, that hy reason of anything In said idea hy the said
G. S. Stokes above pleaded, contained, the sat I, the people
of the State of New York, ought not to bo precluded troiu
prosecuting the sal I Indictment against bun, Hie said K. b.
Stokes, because he sirs that the said Indictment was found
and presented hy 11 ( rand Jury ot good and lawful men. duly
qualified to serve as grand jurors accor ling to law, and that
the said (iraud Jury were duly selected, drawn and summonedaccording to law to attend the mid t'ourt ut the last
December term thereof, and was hy the said tlourt at the
said term duly sworn and empannelml to Inquire, Ac., for
the people of tho State of New York and for the body of tho
city and county of New York, and that tho sal llmiiug is in
no way prejudiced by any of the matters abovo alleged in
the form aforesaid In snt aevciub plea of liitn. the said EdwardK. Stokes. An tills, lie prays, may ha Inquired of by
thecounty. SAMUEL 11. UAKV1N, District Attorney.
The prisoner was then removed iu charge of the

Sheriff and his officers, wiih the usual precau-.
tlons.the prevention ol persons leaving; the court
room till some time utter the disappearance 01 the
prisoner.
THE EQUITABLE LIFE ASSURANCE COMPANY.
The Clinrjien Against the Officers to be Invest(cured,
Some twelve months agoono of the policyholders

01 the Kqultahte( l.ne Assurance Company, of this
city, drew up a statement conccrnlnu the affairs ot
the above company, in which serious charges were
tnitdn against the Integrity of some of its officers.The charges were then laid before SuperintendentMiller; but that gentleman having been absent
11 Europe several mouths, and having been overwhelmedwith .vork since nls return has neglected
to investigate the matter. A Sunday contemporary
made a sensation ariiclo out 01 tho charges on tho
41 h lust., and the company feeling called upon to
take some action In Hie premises the directors held
aineetiug yesterday and appointed a committee to
investigate the charges. The following Is tho result
of the meeting
To tdb Potior Holders or the Edcitaki.e Lie* assoranokBootKTr or the United States:.
A meeting of the Board nf Director* of the said society

was held this day, at which the following named Directors
were, present, namely:.ileorge T. Ailte, Henry
M. Alexander, John Auohlnclos*, Robert Bliss, If.
V. Butler, Thomas A. Cuumitns, Henry Day,
.1 mIi 11 .1 nniULhl.on. Dndlev S. flreuorv. Ashhei
Oreen, James M. llalste-l, K.J. Hawley, Samuel;Holme*,
Muse* A. Hoppock. Henry A. Iliirlimt, Henry H} Hyde,
Robert Lenox Keuucly, W Hkiam U. Lambert, Edward Wf
Lambert, M. D., Daniel It. Lord, James Low, Peter Mi-Martin,Henry (j. Mar>|ti.inda l iiarlc* J. Martin, ilcorge I). Mor8
an, Jo»e K. Nararni, Itennlngton K. Randolph, I'bixnus U.
tnlth, John A. Stewart. Henry S. Ternell, S. W. Torrey,

Wllilnm Walker, Itrn jurinn William-son, Thomas 8. Young.
A libellous article, which «js published on me 4i.h lost. In

a Sunday newspaper, baring been read to the Hoard of
Director*, the undersigned wt-ro appointed a committee
publicly and emphatically to deny the ehar^ei made in said
publication, and we uo hereby declare the same to be grossly
untrue.
The undersigned were directed by the sail Hoard to !ak«

nicasuiea lor an Immediate Investigation ol the aUairs ot the
said company by 'lie state authorities, and also by disinterestedcitizens not connected with the society, with whom tins
public will hare the fullest confidence, the results of which
investigation will be made known to the publio at the earhast
moment practicable.
R(#BERT L. KENNEDY, ROBERT BLISS,
PETER McM AKTIN, UKOROK D. MOKHAN.
HENRY A. II UK LB IT, JOHN J. DONALDSON.
D. D. LORD.

THE ROW AT APOLLO HALL
To tup Editor op the Herald:.

(it jrour Ime of (Ms dare, In an article hendee
"Tlio Assault on Scully," The following words are

put luto an alleged statement of his as to the
attack on htm:."I believe mat Shannon, W. U.
Kooney ami Feeuey hired the gang ot nnhans to

kill me." I now wrim to pronounce such a ocliei and
statement lalse in every particular. I never
hired any gang of ruitlans nor any other person, nor
did I ever counsel or ad vise any person or persons
to make any assault on Scutiy. or upon any other
person or persons, either on that nurnt or at any
other time, nor did 1 over for a moment entertain
any thought or intention to do so. Tlie tlrst
knowledge or information that 1 had ol the assault
was the Hem In yesterday's edition of the Now
York Tlrru-s. l urn sorry mat any assault was
made, and f cannot percelvo wnr the blaino or it
should In any way fall upon Messrs. snannon and
Feeney or myself, or why such credence ahoulil be
placed in his statement as to warrant the notice
above referred to. This Is the second lime witnln
ten days mat iny name has been mentionedlii your puper in connection with assaults,
real or pretenued, on this tuau. I know
nothing about either. This man. Scully. 1 know is
not intelligent enough to navo written cuiier of
them, and I desire to uneurth the sneaks.for there
are at least two or tuem.who make this man a
cloak for assaults on me. As to whether the tieket
headed Jos. shannon was or was not elected, I proposeto leave to ino Ueueral uoininiiioe to determine.. Respectfully, W. 11. KflONttY. 4

February it. 1*7*
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